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Albertus (Magnus)’ Commentaar op Euclides’ Elementen der Geometrie (The 
Commentary of Albertus Magnus on Euclid’s Elements of Geometry). By 
Paul M. J. E. Tummers. 2 ~01s. (Vol. I: 329 pp.; Vol. II: iv + 370 pp.). 
Nijmegen (Ingenium Publishers). 1984. 
Reviewed by Anthony Lo Bello 
Allegheny College, Meadville, Pennsylvania 16335 
Albertus Magnus (1193-1280), the Universal Doctor, wrote, around 1260-1264, 
a commentary on Euclid’s Elements; it is the oldest original Latin commentary on 
Euclid, and only one manuscript has survived, in the Dominican Convent of 
Vienna. Professor Paul M. J. E. Tummers of the Philosophical Institute of the 
Catholic University of Nijmegen is the editor of the manuscript for the new 
Cologne edition of the works of Albert; in the two volumes under review, he 
presents the Latin text, with critical apparatus, of Book I of the Commentary 
along with introductory studies, notes and appendices. Tummers writes in Dutch, 
but it is his intention to publish an English translation of his first volume (the 
introductory studies) in the near future. This reviewer is now preparing an English 
translation of the Latin text, to which he is adding some short notes. 
Tummers’ first volume has five chapters, the first of which presents, in 5 pages, 
a survey of Euclid in the Latin Middle Ages. In the second chapter (68 pages), we 
find a description of the manuscript, a presentation of the contents of Books II, 
III, and IV (the Vienna manuscript contains only the first four books), and an 
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examination of the sources of Albert’s Commentary; Albert drew most heavily on 
an abnormal version of Adelard of Bath’s translation of Euclid and on Gerard of 
Cremona’s translation of the Arabic commentary on the Elements by the Persian 
Al-Nayrizi. Chapter 3 (42 pages) examines all of Albert’s utterances about geome- 
try and geometrical objects which are to be discovered in his extant works; Chap- 
ter 4 (116 pages) is given over to an analysis of Book I, and Chapter 5 (2 pages) 
presents Tummers’ conclusions. There is also a four-page summary of the con- 
tents in English. 
The Latin text of Book I of Albert’s Commentary is given on pages I- 102 of the 
second volume; it is followed by Appendix I (pp. 103-190). the Latin text with 
apparatus criticus of Gerard’s translation of the comments of Al-Nayrizi on Eu- 
clid’s first book. Appendix II (pp. 191-224) gives the Latin texts, with comment, 
of the 103 citations of Euclid in the works of the Universal Doctor. There follow 
115 pages of notes, 18 pages of indices, and a seven-page bibliography. 
The texts of Albert and Al-Nayrizi (the former published for the first time) and 
much in the notes and studies will reward the diligence of anyone who knows 
Latin; those not literate in Dutch may await Professor Tummers’ promised trans- 
lation or even acquire the elements of that language. Those who read only English 
may consult “Albertus Magnus and Mathematics” in Historia Mathematics 10 
(1983), 3-23. Since that article was written, there appeared the learned “Zum 
Euclidkommentar des Albertus Magnus” (Archivum Frutrum Pruedicmtorum 52 
(1982), 115-133) by Prof. Dr. Paul Hossfeld of the Kiilner Albertus-Magnus- 
Institut, in which the author authoritatively proposes that the commentary whose 
text Tummers has published was dictated by Albert to an amanuensis. 
The Boole-De Morgan Correspondence: 1842-1864. By Gordon C. Smith. Lon- 
don, New York (Oxford University Press (Clarendon)). 1982. 1.56 pp. $44.00. 
Reviewed by Calvin Jongsmu 
Mathematics Department, Dordr College, Sioux Center, Iown 512.50 
This book makes available a fascinating correspondence between the two Brit- 
ish mathematicians George Boole and Augustus De Morgan. A number of letters 
apparently have been lost, but what remains and is published here is still a good- 
sized collection of some 90 items written between late 1842, shortly after Boole 
began publishing in mathematics, and mid-1864, approximately one-half year be- 
fore Boole died. There are 64 letters written by Boole (the text mistakenly claims 
66); the remaining 26 plus an earlier draft of a letter are by De Morgan. Brief 
passages from several other letters, books, and manuscripts are occasionally 
quoted to illuminate points made in the correspondence, though more might have 
been done in this regard. The testimonial written by De Morgan to accompany 
Boole’s application for a mathematics professorship in the Queen’s Colleges, 
